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distant regions* M-. Stick-el was fired by hearing the sound of scholastic Latin, and made an impromptu reply in the same language, and recommended its adoption, which is not the least likely to take place. The industry, which would be wasted oa Latin had better be applied to the study of English, German,. French, and Italian, any one of which are more intelligible, elegant, and better suited to the requirements of modern-science.
M. Lieblein, of Christiania, in Norway, then read a paper upon the Khitas or Hittites, and the Ruteuu-, names- which occur so often in Egyptian monuments. M. Harkavi made a cocamunicatioa on a similar subject. Tbe same scholar also anix>unced the publication, in the memoirs of the Imperial academy, of a paper on the subject of the ancient Hebrew monuments-of the Crimea* Fortunately, he went no further, for be touched upon one of the burning-subjects-of Palaeography, as the Karaite inscriptions are either most interesting and important chronological landmarks, or abominable forgeries* M. Harfcavi is of the latter opinion* but M. Chwolson appeared to be of the former.
After some points of minor interest, a question of first rate importance was mooted by M. Teyantieff, the Anglo-phobist, to whom we have above alluded : it really turned on this, whether greater faith should be placed on the dates derived from the examination of coins, than on monumental inscriptions and on chronicles, M. Terantieff quoted & case to prove that coins ought to be depended upon above all other evidence, but this does nofc dispose of the question, as it is notorious that coins were issued long after the death of the person whose superscription they bear. The section closed with a brief discussion about smaller questions; whether the word Apiru, used in Egyptian inscriptions,, meant the Hebrews, whether the name Musur in Assyrian inscriptions-meant always Egypt, which M, Oppert maintained that it did; aad lastly, whether the Philistines were in very deed only au Egyptian military colony, as strongly insisted upon by JUU Chwolson,
The last section was upon the religious- and philosophic systems of the East,, and was disappointing. A long paper was read by M. Mehren of Copenhagen-, on the reform of the Maho-medan religion in the third ceatury of the Hijrut, a subject of the least possible importance in the history of the worid, and abso: lutely of no value afc all when weighed in the balance with the great and awful questions of the religions of the- East, anterior to, or coeval with, the dawning of Christianity.
M. Gubernatis of Florence opened out a vast question of the parallel of the Biblic cosmogony with* that of the Vedas ; w must await his arguments in- detaiL ,
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